RIGHT HONOURABLE GENTLEMEN
lege. The original question is, at the moment of
writing, still undecided
Such is the bare outline of what came to be called
the "Sandys storm.55 But deep and serious matters
underlay it. Not only is there the question of the use
a Member may make of secret information which
falls into his hands and the extent to which he is
bound to divulge the source of that information if the
police demand to know; and not only was the author-
ity of Parliament being pitted against the position of
the Army. I have no doubt that Members of Parlia-
ment who take their duties seriously would consider
these issues sufficiently grave. But there was besides
the underlying cause of the whole rumpus. Perhaps
he did not fully know how delicate his question was,
but Sandys had managed to put his finger on a
specially tender spot.
The extent of our confusion and unpreparedness
was revealed round about the crisis at the end of
September. It is now public property that the anti-
aircraft teams were deficient in guns and also in the
equipment necessary to fire them efficiently. Little or
no provision had been made for the comfort of the
men who would have had to handle the artillery.
Against this perfectly reparable shortcoming Hore-
Belisha, a most astute dialectician, proclaimed later
on that if the test had come we should have given
" quite a good account of ourselves." He also declared
that a surfeit of guns was unnecessary. Determined
and repeated attacks by enemy aircraft will certainly
succeed in penetrating defences at some points. But is
there any reason for leaving any element in those
defences to chance? Is the psychological effect on
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